which is a deposit under Public Provident Fund Act, 1968, is
exempt from attachment and it cannot be attached in execution
of the decree against Ramachandra Rao,

22.    Soma Raju obtained a money decree against Kantha Rao
for a sum of Rs. 15,0007- and as the decretal amount was not paid
within a reasonable time after the date of the decree. Soma Raju
filed an execution petition and got the wet land of Kantha Rao
attached. While the attachment was subsisting and stops were
being taken for auction of the attached land in court, KLantha Rao
sold^the very same land to Rajanna, and possession of the land
was also delivered to Rajanna by Kantha Rao. Whether the said
sale by Kantha Rao in favour of Rajanna during the subsistence
of attachment is valid?

* Under Section 64, C.P.C., where an attachment has been
made, any private transfer or delivery of the property attached
shall be void as against all claims enforceable under the
attachment. So, the sale of attached land by Kantha Rao to
Rajanna is void,

23.   Kamalakara Rao has got vast properties, He has two sons
through his first wife. As his first wife died, he married another
lady. Kamalakara Rao kept a sum of Rs, 1 lakh with his friend.
Surya Rao. He did not execute any will. Kamalakara Rao died
after some time without taking back the amount of Rs. 1 lakh
from his friend, Surya Rao wanted to return the amount to the
rightful persons. The second wife of Kamalakara Rao having
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